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WILLIAM III 
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CHANCELLOR OF HIS MAJESTY'S 
tXCHEQUER, e. 
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HE Author of the Tract, which t 

have the honour to introduce to 

your notice, was tamons in-his day, not 
only as a mo! © Jearned. Prelate, but as a 
conſummate politician... His. advice was 
taken and followed with ſucceſs, in ſome 


of the moſt important and critical emer- 


gencies of State, by a WALPOLE and a 


PELHAM. He is worthy of being at- 


tended to by a PitT. You have had 
the ſingular felicity, Sir, to obtain at 
once the favour of Prince and People. 
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Take SrtzzLoCK for your counſelor 
and you will long preſerve it, Let the 
Throne ſupport the Church, the Church 


ſupport the Throne, and God will ſups 


port both. 
I am, with all pofſible Reſpect, 
. a HIV £ | 
Your moſt het 
humble Servant, 4 


wa. 
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Advertiſement. 
THE following piece was firſt publiſhed in 

the courſe of the Bangorian controverſy, and 
overwhelmed by the prodigious tide of writ- 
ings, which ruſhed forth upon that occaſion, 
Many even of thoſe who read, in our days, do 
not know that there is ſuch a pamphlet ; ſome, 
that there ever was ſuch a controverſy. I have 
taken out the few perſonalities it contained, © 
and generalized it for common uſe. Ir now 
exhibits an unter fupted chain of cloſe and 
pointed reaſoning, peculiar to its author, and 
not to be matched elſewhere. As a good judge 
of ſuch matters once ſaid of it,—lIt may be 
written againſt, but it cannot be anſwered. 
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ARGUMENTS, ce. 


HE Laws relating to this ſubject have 
not been diſtinctly conſidered by the 
writers upon it. They ſeem to argue merely 
upon popular miſtakes; and (as it ſerves their 
purpoſe beſt) ſometimes call the Sacrament the 
Teft, and fometirnes the qualification for an : 
office; whereas it cannot be both, becauſe . 
there is a real diſtinction between the Teſt, 
and the thing to be teſtified by it; it is there= , | 
fore heceſſary to ſhew the true deſign and in- 
tent of the Legiſlature in requiring the Sacra- 
mental Teſt. | 

By the 13 Car, II. Stat. 2. Cap. 1. it is en- 
ated, © That no perſon ſhall in any Corpora- 
<< tion be elected Mayor, Alderman, &c. who 
« ſhall not, within a year before his election, 
« have taken the Sacrament of the Lord's 


e Supper, according to the Rites of the Church 
te of England.“ 
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By the 25 Car. II. Cap.) 2. 1 is enactech 
& That all and every Perſon—that ſhall bear 


« any office civil or military, &c. ſhall 


<« take the 'oaths of Supremacy and Allegi- 
« ance—and ſhall alſo receive the Sacrament 


« of the Lord's Supper, according to the uſage 
« of the Church of England, &c.“ and make 
proof of his having received, as' is therein 
appointed, upon pain of being incapable of 
the office, and other penalties. in the Act ex- 
preſſed ; this Statute is not to, extend to infefior 
offices, as is expreſsly declared in the laſt 
clauſe. 

The latter of theſe Acts is declared, is the 


Act of Toleration itfelf, to extend to Pro- 


teſtant Diſſenters. The former expreſsly re- 
lates to them: and both are deelared, 10 


Annæ, cap. 2. to be made for the ſecurity of 


te the Church of England, as by Law eſta- 
« bliſhed.” 
Theſe Acts then being made for the Ps 


of the Church, as by Law eſtabliſhed z that is, 


for the ſecurity of the Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitu- 
tion of the Realm; the intention plainly was, 
to keep Non-conformiſts of all ſorts (whoſe 
principles and affection to their own ways Can» 
not but lead them to uſe any power, put into 
their own hands, to the hurt of the eſtabliſhe@ 

Church, 


„ Inne 

Church, from which they have ſeparated) aut of 
offices civil and military, and out of the gouvern- 
ment and direction of Corporations. , To the 
tc end that the ſueceſſion in ſuch Corparations 
te may be moſt probably perpetuated in the hands 
c of perſons well affected to his Majeſty and 
© the eſtabliſhed Government ®, and for pre- 


« Church and State f.“ Where, it may be 
obſerved, * that affection to the eſtabliſhed 
« Government includes à concern for the 
« public peace both of Church and State?” 
and that theſe Acts, though eſpecially regard- 
ing the eſtabliſhed Church, are yet, in the 
ſenſe and eye of the Law, acts for the preſer- 
vation of the eſtabliſhed Government of theſe 
Realms ; which was always underſtood to in- 
lude matters Eccleſiaſtical as well as Civil. 
It being reſolved then by the Legiſlature, 
hat places of power and truſt ould be in the 
ands of ſuch only as were well affected to the 
cclefiaſtical Conſtitution z it became neceſ- 
ary to conſider, what ſhould be taken as a 
ufficient proof of any man's being ſo affected; 
ichout this, the proviſion would have been 
oid and ineffeftual, and we ſhould have had 
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* Preamble to Corporation Act. + Ibid, p. 2. 
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P ing well-known, that many, who diſlike: the 
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'a' Jag: which an __ have been put i 


execution. Gg 2000 


Viſible e winks any choc, or 
e of Chriſtians; is the beſt proof "that 
man can give to man of his being a well 
:wiſher to the Conſtitution! of ſuch Church or 
Society. But then, once or twice going to 
Church will not amount to ſuch proof, it be- 


Conſtitution of our Church, can permit them- 
ſelves to be preſent, now and then; at part, ot 
at all, of the common ſervice. And in all 
things of this nature, it is impoſſible to ſettle 
the preciſe number of particular acts, which 
conſtitute or denote the habit: in this cas 
therefore the Legiſlature could not ſay, ho- 
often going to Church made a Churchmanj 
or had they named a great number of ſuct 
acts, as the Teſt required, it muſt-have been 
very hard, almoſt impoſſible, for 5s periot 


concerned to give a legal proof, of 
The only thing then that ee, Was & 
conſider, what particular act of Church ſu 
munion would be the moſt probable evidene a c 
that a man was ſincerely well affected to I 
eſtabliſhed Church. N 


In this view, the Sacrament of the Ld 
Supper naturally offered itſelf; it is that | 


— 
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of religious: 'worſhip, n gu 
Chriſtians perform with. the , greateſt devogion, 
and to which they think themſelves molt, ob _. 
liged to approach with; fincerity and uprights 


as 2 diſtinQion was intended to be made bes 
tween thoſe who approved, and thoſe who did. 
not approye, the Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, of - 
theſe Kingdoms; ſo it was well known that 
the latter had as ſtrong prejudices againſt the 
uſage of the Church in the celebration of the 
Sacrament, as againſt any other uſage of it 
whatever, and yet were ſuppoſed to have the 
ſame awful reverence for the Inſtitution itſelf; 
ſo that it was reaſonably preſumed, that no 
Diſſenter, of any ſort, would eaſily be led to 
ſuch an act of inſincerity, as receiving the Sa- 
crament in a manner condemned by himſelf. 
It was then enacted, That whaever had an 
office civil or military, or was to be Mayor, 
&c. in a Corporation Town, ſhould make 
ſufficient proof of his having received, within 
a certain time preſcribed, the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper, © according to the Rites of the 
* Church of England,” as it is limited 13 
Car, II. © according to the uſage of the Church 
nat f * of England,” as it is expreſſed 25 Car, II. 
1, It myſt here be obſerved, that barely re- 
"2 ceiving 


neſs of heart. To this it may be added, that 


1 3 1 ee 


quired by the Act: every man, a3 4 Chriſtiun, 


Church, is the proof or Teſt required, that ie 


. poration Act, without knowing, or even fu 


8 | 
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ceiving the Sactament, is het the Teſt re. 


is ſuppoſed to receive it ſomewhere, and theres 
fore; barely receiving the Sacrament could be 
no Teſt of any min's affection to the Ecele- 
Gaſtical Conſtitution of .this Kingdom. But 
the Teft lies chiefly upon theſe words, © ac- 
« cording to the Uſage ind Rites of the Church 
« of England:“ and it was fuppoſed, that u 
man would in fach manner receive it, bet 
a Member of the Church of England. 

2. That receiving the Sacrament, © accord- 
ce ing to the Uſage of the Church of England“ 
is not the qualification for an Office, within 
the intent of the Act, but only the prof if 
fuch qualification: the qualification requited 
is, That the Perſon —=be well affected #6 
the Eccleſiaſtical State and Obriſtitution if 
theſe Realms; and the receiving the Saen 
ment, according to the Rites of the eſtabliftie! 


is ſo, 

This is fo clearly ue bil. that a man m 
receive the Sacrament, fo az to give prbof 'of 
the qualification made tieceſfiry by the Cor: 


petting, that he was then giving a Teſt Ye- 
quired by Law; for that Act appoints the hr. 
$75 ceiving 
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ceiving to be within one year before: cledtion | 
to an offics: ſo that one who receives the Sa- 
crament, not dreaming that he may, or ever 
ſhall be elected to an Office; yet if he is elect- 
ed to an Office within à year, ſuch receiving | 
ſhall ſtand and be accepted as the Teſt re- 
quired, 

This is plain, I ſay, from the view of the 
Acts; but to put a matter of ſuch conſequence, 
in the preſent debate, out of doubt, I muit 
refer the Reader to the 3 Jac. I. Cap. 4. The 
firſt Act, I thick (though I pretend not to 
have,carefully examined this particular) that 
brought in a Sacramental Teſt. | | 

The reaſon for it is ſet forth in theſe 
words. And whereas divers perſons, po- 
« piſhly affected, do nevertheleſs the better 
«© to cover and hide their falſe hearts, and with 
« the more ſafety to attend the opportunity 
te to execute their miſchievous deſigns, repair 
« ſometimes to Church, to eſcape the penalty 
of the Laws in that behalf provided 
« For the better diſcovery of ſuch perſons; &. 
« Be it enated——That every Popiſh Re- 
«© cuſant ho ſhall conform and repair 
to the Church, ſhall once in every year at 
cc leaſt——receive the Sacrament,” — 
the It Here it is evident, that receiving the Sacra- 
ceiving Ro ment 


16 1 


ment is required only as' a Teſt of Conforml. 


ty; for this Act does not require any thing 
more in Popiſh Recuſants than Confbtmity; 
which was the very thing by, which' before they 
became qualified for the advantages of Engliſh 
Subjects. This Act therefore introduces no 
new qualification, but requires a a Proof 
or Teſt of the old one. 

The ſame thing appears yet more expreſsly 


by 7 Jac. IL. Cap. 2. * Foraſmuch as 'naturas 


« lizing of ſtrangers,. and reſtoring to blood 
« perſons attainted, have been ever reputed 
« matters of mere grace and favour, "which 
« are not fit to be beſtowed upon any others 
e than ſuch as are of the Religion now eſta» 
bliſhed in this Realm“ 
Here, you ſee, the qualification for ſuch ſa- 
vour is, That the perſon, to have the grant, 
ſhall be of the Religion'eſtabliſhed;” 
+ « Be it therefore enacted,” ſays the Statute, 
* that no perſon-——ſhall be naturalized or 
« reſtored in blood——unleſs-he has received 
© the'Sacrament—-—within one month befefe 
* any Bill exhibited for that purpoſe.” That 
is, Be it enacted, that he ſhall receive the Si- 
erament in order to prove his being of the 
eſtabliſned Religion. | 


Upon the whole, it is. yery plain, "We ith 
receiving 


La) 


t 


receiving tlie Sacrattient” was never * eſteemed 
a qualification in out Law, but à proof ad 

Teſt of that qualification (namely, Conformity 
to the Church eſtabliſhed), which the Law in 
many cafes requires, © Thus the caſe Ls 

upon the foot of theſe Laws, d an * 

I have heard much and juſt complaint᷑ of the 

iniquity of men, who have come to the holy 
Sacrament, without devotion, nay ſometimes 
with open contempt of it, merely to ſatisfy the 
letter of theſe Laws; but the Legiſlature cans 
not be charged with eſtabliſhing guilt and hy- 
pocriſy by a Law. Have they, who think 
otherwiſe, never, in che courſe of their lives; 
received the Sacrament, in order to give that 
Teſt which theſe Laws require? If they have, 
I defire they would tell the world, whether, 
when they ſo received, they did it in remem- 

brance only that ſome Preferment was be- 
ſtowed on them, and vithout remembrance of 
the death of Chriſt, or no. If they ſhall an- 
ſwer for themſelves, that they received with 
no other ſentiments: than what are agreeable 
to, and ought to attend upon, the celebration 
of this inſtitution of Chriſt; hy then are the 
Laws accuſed, as perverting the end and uſe 
of the Inſtitution, ſince the Law and the end 


of the Inſtitution may, and ought to be, com- 
plied 


ment urged in this caſe is juſt as ſtrong againſt: 


come an inſtrument, by means of which, ſome 


| X 10 1 | 
plied with at the ſame time? But if thay: did 
really receive with thoſe worldly views, which 
they charge the Laws with introducing, 1 
heartily lament their caſe, and wiſh they may 
never be called on to a to * renten, 
than is on earth. 


It is worth obſerving here, that the argu- 


the uſe of Oaths ; which ought not, upon 
theſe principles, to be required as à Teſt af 
a man's veracity, becauſe thereby they be- 


particular ſort of men (eſpecially Acheiſts and 
Infidels) get into eſtates, the titles to which 
are determined on oath. And the Legiſlature 
may as juſtly be charged with all the perjurp 
of corrupt witneſſes, as with the rr 
corrupt Communicants, | 

The two queſtions which naturally G 
the true ſtate of the caſe are theſe. | 

1. Whether it be lawful to confine Offices 
of power and truſt in the Government, to ſuch 
as are obedient and well affected to the Eccles 
ſiaſtical State and Conſtitution of the Realm? 

2. Suppoſing this to be lawful, whether is 
be alſo lawful to require of any man, Who is 
willing to accept an office civil or milicarys 
that he ſhould communicate with the ęſta- 
bliſhed 


e 


receive the Sacrament, according to the 


dience and good affection to the Eccleſiaſti 
Conſtitution ?. 


the Sacrament according to the Uſage of the 


Teſt of any thing, but what it always bought 
(whether required by Law or no) to be à Teſt 
of: receiving the Sacrament, &c. is not a Teſt 
of a man's being a willing member of the eſta- 
bliſhed Church, in force, or in conſequence of 
the Law; but in force and in conſequence of 
that ſincerity, which ought always to attend it; 


and the foundation, and not the effect of the 
Law. So, in the parallel caſe, an Oath, is not 
appointed by Law to be a Teſt of a man's ve- 


Law, becauſe it is in it's own nature, ſuch 
a Teſt. 1 

Men are not ſuppoſed to be ol one Church, 
and communicate with another. Upon this 
preſumption the Corporation and Teſt Acts 
are founded: they require the evidence of a 


the 


Uſage of it,” in order to prove ſuch his obe- 
cal 


It ought here to be obſerved, d receiving of 


Church of England is not appointed to be a a 


and this preſumption, that he who receives in 
the Church is of the Church, is the ground 


racity, but it is required in ſome caſes. by 


man's receiving the Sacrament, according to 


bliſhed Church, and particularly; that he thoula © 
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ny * be is a member of chat! Church 
They leave the Sacrament to the uſes for which 
it is ordained; and lay hold on the act of re 
of ceiving, only as an evidence of 4 man's being 
„in Communion of that Nane in which! he 
_— receives. '2 
When the Jodtrine of, 0 Conformity 
for places prevailed, it broke in upon this 
evidence, juſt as the doctrine of equivocation 
and mental reſervation broke in upon the 
evidence of an oath; and there was the ſame 
reaſon for the Legiſlature to take notice of 
and prevent the one abuſe, as the other. The 
Act againſt cccafional Conformity (as it is 
commonly called) does not forbid occaſional 
Conformity as ſuch, but leaves all men to the 
fame liberty they had before, to communicate 
F occaſionally with the Church; and therefore 
it is nothing to the purpoſe to conſider whe- 
ther occaſional Conformity be a lawful or un- 
lawful practice. All that the Legiſlature in- 
tended by that Statute, was to prevent their 
being impoſed on by the act of an occaſional 
Conformiſt. They required the evidence; of 4 
man's receiving according to the Uſage of the 
Church of England, as a proof of his being of 
that Communion, The act of an occaſional 
| Conformiſt 


letter of the Law, tad yer was: ICY 
they required. 20 2 
When experience bad 8 boy ably as 8 
Law was evaded by the practice of ocgaſional 
Conformiſts, the Legiſlature took care to pre- 


vent the abuſe, and to provide that men in 5 — 
Office &c. ſhould no longer continue in their i 
Offices, than they adhered to the Communion: 


of the eſtabliſhed Church: that is, that they 
ſhould perform the condition required by the 
former Laws, and for performance of whick 
they were underſtood to give the aſſurance ane 


1 


1 2 


evidence of their having received the Sacra-. 


ment, un to WE: * of the Church of + 


England. 8 5 3 
* bh 


And this hews * a better or iow Teſt 
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was not to be found; for when this was evaded, 
the Legiſlature had nothing to add to it, and 


could only by an after-proviſion ſecure it 


againſt a practice, which was an open affront * 


* 


to the Law of the Country. 

The occaſional Bill, therefore, is N a 
guard to the Teſt Act; and thoſe, who plead +. 
for the repeal of this Bill only, do in effect 


deſire, that all men may be at liberty to give 


the proof required by the Law, of their ad- 
herence to the eſtabliſhed Church, and yet be 
at 
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ar liberty not to adhere to y | Whether this 


can proceed from a concern for fincevity, or 


for the honour of the Goſpel Inſtitution, l oY 


the world to judge, 0 


As to the Abuſes brought in by the iniquity 


of men, who approach the Holy Table merely 


to anſwer the letter of theſe Laws, without an 


piety or devotion, or true ſenſe of what they 
are doing; I ſee them, and I lament them; 
and they are ſad inſtances of the decay of the 
ſpirit of Chriſtianity among us: bur fill, I 
ſay, theſe men are not made wicked by the 


Law; but being wicked, they abuſe as well 


the Law of their Country, as the Infticution of 
the Goſpel: and if the iniquity of men in 
abuſing any Law be ſufficient reaſon for abro- 


gating ſuch Law; I would fain know what 
Law ought to ſtand in force, What perju- 
ries, what frauds, what cheats are made uſe of... 


to elude the many Laws for impoſing Cuſtoms 
on Trade! Will any man turn advocate for 
the removal of theſe Laws alſo? Will any 
man ſay, that no temporal advantage or con- 


venience to the State, can juſtify the great abuſe 


of religion, and the manifeſt breach of plain 
duties occaſioned by theſe Laws? Will any 
man Mal for aboliſhing the uſe of oaths, 


fince 


A my 
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ſince rehm is not a more crying, thas 1s-1 ie a 
common ſin? Wnt 
The profanation of the Lord's Chee an | 
ates a horror in every ſerious Chriſtian mind 
and God forbid that any word ſhould drop 
from me, as if I could be eaſy and contented 
in ſeeing ſo much hypocriſy and wickedneſs. 
This is a caſe which wants a remedy; buc as _ 
the Laws requiring the Sacramental Teſt do 
not make men wicked and profane; ſo neither 
will removing thoſe Laws make them pious 
or holy. The remedy muſt be applied to the 
men; it is the wickedneſs of the receiver that 
calls for correction; and no ſervice is done to 
Religion, by beating down the authority both 
of Church and State to preſerve true Religion, 
in an age that ſeems ro want it ſo very much, 
In the mean while I will go on to declare 
my ſenſe in this matter, and the reaſons on 
which it is founded; hoping, that it may be 
at leaſt as inoffenſive for me, ro endeavour to 
juſtify the Laws of my Country ; as it is for 
others to arraign and to condemn them. And 
ſhould all I ſay prove to be vain words, and 
of none effect; ſhould I fee the Church left 
naked and defenceleſs ; it's walls broken down, 
and the hedge, which was placed about it, 
pulled up; yet my fruitleſs pains ſhall yield 


/ | me 


ne ent e, ure E 
2 peace. of Jeruſalem ; nor ſhall any man be able 


| folucion of two points.. 11 205 


Toy ; 
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to ſuggeſt, that I was. bribed by the proſped 
of honours and preferments. 
he queſtions ariſing from the true dare 
[this caſe, are (as 1 before obſerved) two. 

The firſt is chigs? fta c 4-4 

I. Whether it be lawful to a Offices of 
power and truſt | in the Government to ſuck 
as are obedient and Welli affected to the Eccle 
fiaſtical State and Conſtitution of the Realm 

This Queſtion will 8 by the r- 


| 


1. Whether it be:lawful, W to ae 
Laws, by which ſome-Perſons ſhall be n 
incapable of Offices? f 
2. Whether it be * in the Caſe 
fore us ? 1 
There is i that more 8 ach 
the good and welfare of every Government; 
and conſequently, nothing that ought to be it 
more immediate care, than to ſee the powers 
(which muſt neceſſarily in every Community 
be truſted ſomewhere) placed in proper hands 
Every man has an intereſt in deſiring that there 
ſhould be upright Judges to execute the Laws 
already in force; and wiſe, prudent, di ſinte- 


reſted men, to make new Laws, or abrogate 
old 
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old ones, as the good of the Whole ſhall*re-. 
quire It is a right veſted in every commu- 
nity as ſuch, to conſider and declare what con- 


ditions and qualifications ſhall be required in 


all perſons to be admitted to offices of truſt 


and power in the Government: and therefore, 


a capacity to ſerve the Public in places of 


truſt and power, which is not limitable by 


the conſtitution, when there are juſt reaſons 
to limit it, is ſuch a capacity as is inconſiſtent 


with all forms of government in the world, 


As men in a ſtate of nature (for I am willing 
to argue upon that hypotheſis) are upon a foot 
of equality ; ſo are they when they enter into 


a formed government, and lay equal claim to 


all the advantages ariſing from thence. Say 


then that all, conſidered merely as members 2 g 5 | 
of the ſociety, have a claim to be equally ca- 


pable of ſerving the Public; yet ftill this is 
ſuch a capacity as Nature herſelf has ſet bounds 
and limits to, by the very diſtinction ſhe has 
made in the natural parts and abilities of men. 


It requires wiſe men to manage the public con- 


cerns, and men of courage to conduct the pub- 
lic arms: It is therefore neceſſary to exclude 
fools from the Council Board, and cowards 
from the Army. This, I ſay, is a limitation 
made by Nature. 
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men well affected to the Government in pluces 
of power and truſt. A courageous many whe 
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But it equally concerns the Public. to hive 


hates his country, is at leaſt as unfit" to be 
truſted with the. military force, as à coward; 
and a wiſe man, who would betray his Prince, 
ought rather to be excluded from his councils; 
than a fool. The conſequence of which is, 


that either no Government has a right to pre- 


ſerve itſelf againſt the diſaffection of any ſub 
ject; or elſe, that every Government has 'a 


right to- exclude from offices of power and truſt 


ſuch as ſhall render themſelves juſtly SR 


of diſaffection to the Public. 


To talk then in the preſent caſe of the com- 
mon rights of ſubjects, is begging the quel- 
tion; and ſuppoſing that Diſſenters are exclud- 
ed without any reaſon ; which is making a ſhort 
caſe of it indeed. The true point is this: al- 
lowing all ſubjects to be equally capable, as 
ſuch, of ſerving the Public, and that the Go- 
vernment ought not to limit this capacity with- 
out good reaſon; to inquire, whether the Cor- 
poration and Teſt Acts are founded upon rea- 


ſons ſufficient to juſtify the Legiſlature, in the 


limitations by them made on this capacity of 
ſome ſubjects. 


Reaſonings from the common rights of ſubjefts, 
and 
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and general declarations againft aebiritig men 
from their civil rights, are arguments Which 


eds bee 4 e op to = projet pur- 


poſe. 
A ſubmiſſion of private rights to the public 


is the fundamental article of Government; and 


therefore no ſubject has a right to defend even 


his life, or property, as he thinks fit, but muſt 
go in the method preſcribed or permitted by 


the law. How abſurd is it then to talk of a 


right to be capable of places, not ſubject to 
the like reſtraints or limitations! The matter 


is not mended by calling this a natural right (a 


phraſe much in faſhion), for there is no natural 
right that may not be loſt, in whole or in part. 
Nay, ſome rights are reſtrained merely for the 
ſake of public convenience, without ſuppoſi- 
tion of any fault or OO in 5 member 
of the community. 

There is not, 1 preſume, a ſtronger natural 
right, than tlie right to food and raiment ; this 
is founded in the common neceſſity of nature; 
and it is not to be thought that God ſent men' 
into the world merely to ſtarve, without giving 
them a right to uſe in common ſo much of it 
as their neceſſities require, But' now we ſee 


that this right is limited and reftrained by all ' 


Governments in the world; property is ſecured 
C 2 every 
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every where by human laws, and 2. very un- 


equal diviſion of the good things of life is in- 


troduced; the far greater part of mankind live 
upon their labour, or by charity: hard as this 


is, yet the neceſſity of Government juſtifies the 
proviſion; and an Apoſtle of Chriſt has given 
us a rule in conſequence of it: * If any man 
& will not work, neither let him eat.“ 

Is it lawful then to reſtrain the natural right 
that every man has to food and raiment? And 
is it unlawful to limit the capacity which ſub- 
jects have to places of power and truſt in the 
Government? There is indeed ſo much com- 
paſſion and equity left for caſes of natural ne- 
ceſſity, that, in the laſt extremity, we Mill ſay, 
Neceſſity has no Law; but it muſt be a ſad 
world, whenever avarice and the luſt of power 
obtain the ſame privilege. 

Our opponents perhaps * l fay, that they, 
do not plead againſt reſtraints of this ſort in 
general, but that they confine themſelves ſolely. 
to the Sacramental Teſt, and to caſes where 
Religion 1s concerned, 

But let the reader take notice, that the argu- 
ment againſt the Sacramental Teſt, drawn from 


the right of all ſubjects ro a capacity of hold- 


ing offices of power and truſt, is an argument 
againſt this Teſt, conſidered as a limitation of 
chat 
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that right ; nd els Wunde Id thi un in ho- 


thing, that all ſuch limitations are unlawful: 


for if all are not unlawful, perhaps this may 
not be unlawful ;; and conſequently no argu- 


ment can lie againſt it, conſidered n as 
ſuch a limitation. 

Among all the capacities. of this fort known 
in our Conſtitution, thoſe which are hereditary 
are the ſtrongeſt and moſt favoured by the 
law. Among theſe, the capacity of ſucceed- 
ing to the Crown is the moſt ſacred.” This 
many have taken pains to prove ſubject to li- 
mitations; and it is well known that his Majeſ- 
ty enjoys the Crown, in virtue of ſuch limita- 
tions, I would only aſk, wherher the Royal 
Family be the only one in the kingdom' liable 
to ſuch reſtrictions? Whether it be highly 
reaſonable, for the ſake of public good, to 
limit the capacity" ſucceeding to the Crown, 
and highly unreaſonable, though there be the 
like occaſion for it, to limit the capacity of 
private men to be Captains or Colonels? 

To me this caſe is ſo very plain, that I will 
not ſo far ſuſpect any reader's judgment, as 
to dwell longer on it; but will go on to con- 
ſider in wHat manner this right, which the State 
has over the capacity of all its ſubjects, is to be 
exerciſed, 
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They, who in any nation have the legilla» 

tive power entruſted with them, are bound ta 
take care of the welfare and preſervation of the 
community over which they are placed. Men 
ought not to be puniſhed for any offence 
againſt the Public, without plain proof that 

they have offended; for all puniſhments muſt 
follow the ſtrict rules of juſtice: but all Go- 
vernments have a right (and all wiſe Govern- 
ments make uſe of it) to provide againſt probable | 
dangers to the State ; in conſequence of which 
they have a right to provide, that all power in 
'the State ſhall be lodged in ſuch hands only as, 
they reaſonably judge to be well affected: and 
here the rules of prudence muſt govern. wi 
may be very conſiſtent to declare againſt pu- 
niſhing men in their lives or fortunes for 
thoſe reaſons, which, nevertheleſs, are good 
reaſons for excluding them from places of power 
and truſt. It would be very unreaſonable to 
beat a man, becauſe he has an infectious diſ- 
temper; yet it is very reaſonable to deny him 
a place in the family, upon this account ; for 
in one caſe I ſhould injure him, in the other I 
only take care of myſelf. The exerciſe then of 
this right is matter of prudence in the Govern» 
ment. It may be abuſed by wantonneſs and 
partiality, as every thing elſe may, that ever I 

heard 
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heard of; but it will not follow, becauſe this 


right may be abuſed, that therefore there nei- 
ther is, nor ought to iy any fuch ne 
community. 


But the right of " State to limit * ſub- | 


jefts' capacity of holding places of power and 
. truſt being ſuppoſed ; it ſtill remains to be con- 
ſidered, whether they had ſufficient reaſon for 
what they did, in the caſe before us. 


The Government of England is in the hens 


of Chriſtians ; and ſo far, I hope, there is no 

fault, When they, in whom this power was 
lodged, found it neceſſary to forſake the errors 
of the Church of Rome, and to throw off the 


heavy yoke of Popiſh power, under which they 


had been long oppreſſed ; they ſaw at the ſame 
time, that Religion could not. be preſerved, 


without ſome ſettled order and diſcipline. And 
though the Reformation claimed the uſe of the 
Scriptures, as the undoubted right of every 


Chriſtian who was capable of uſing. them, yet 
they had ſenſe enough to know, that to leave 
every man to make the beſt of his Bible, with- 
out any farther direction or reſtraint, would 
naturally tend to confuſion, and fill the king- 
dom with all the wild conceits that ignorance 
and enthuſiaſm could produce, They con- 
ſidered farther, that it was the will of Chriſt, 
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that there mould be a viſible Can, and 
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though they had withdrawn from the Church 
of Rome, as being corrupt, yet they were ob- 
liged to viſible Communion ; for theſe reaſons 
they continued the national Church, freed from 


the errors and the corruptions of Rome, under 


a government and diſcipline formed upon the 
platform of primitive Chriſtianity. This Church 
was eſtabliſhed by law; and the people of Eng- 
land were bound to communion with it, as 
Chriſtian ſubjects; ſo bound, I mean, that nothing 
but a perſuaſion of errors and corruptions in the 

Church, could excuſe a ſeparation from it. 
Upon theſe principles, the Reformation here 
proceeded ; the Crown and the People found 
it neceſſary to reje the Papal power, together 
with the corruptions of the Romiſh Church; 
but they found it neceſſary too to preſerve an 
authority in Church matters; and to ſettle an 
Eccleſiaſtical Government even for the better 
reformation of Religion. Some indeed there 
were in the early days of the Reformation, wha 
pteaded for Chriſtian liberty in ſuch manner, 
as to leave no room for Chriſtian diſcipline ; | 
but theſe made no great figure, and were eſ- 
teemed then as mere fanatics, Had they, 
who conducted the Reformation, fet out upon 
theſe prejudices (for I deſire to be excuſed 
from 
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from calling them principles), by this time I 
erily believe Chriſtianity itſelf had been loſt 
among us; and the ſupremacy veſted in every 
an, in his own behalf, had long ſince eſtab- 
iſhed a conſummate ſtupidity and ignorance z 
but who would have been the happier for it, 1 
profeſs myſelf at a loſs to imagine. 
The Proteſtant Church of England has en- 
oyed but little' peace from its firſt eſtabliſh- 
ent, In the days of Edw. VI. the contro- 
erſy about Veſtments, &c. began; though'it 
as managed with another kind of ſpirit, than 
hat afterwards appeared in that cauſe. In 
ducen Mary's time, this Church was deſtroyed ; 
nd ſuffered not only in the ruin of its eſtab- | 
ſhment, and in the members loſt by perſecu- 
on; but in thoſe alſo, who fled from home, 
d brought back thoſe notions, which have 
ven this Church and Nation ſo much trouble 
er ſince, Theſe were one great occaſion of 
e diſturbances in Queen Eliſabeth's reign: 
what height they were carried, and how they 
tected the peace of thoſe times, the reader 
ay ſee in Archbiſhop Whitgift's Life, pub- 
ed by our diligent and learned Hiſtorian, 
Reverend Mr. Strype. Under the manage- 
nt of James I, the diſaffection to the eſtab- 
ed Church grew ſtrong z and in the days of 
his 
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his unfortunate ſon, a Prince who deſerved y \ 
better fate, it prevailed as well _ the 
Crown as the Mitre. m 

It is very true, that Bangs was not 
whole of that unhappy rupture between thi 
King and his People; occaſion there was -{ 
complaint with reſpect to civil rights; nor 
it my intention to diſſemble here, what th 
noble Hiſtorian of thoſe times has fo freely and 
ſo impartially diſcloſed : but then it is evides 
to all, that thoſe diſputes had ended in d 
happy confirmation of the ſubjectsꝰ rights, hu 
not the pretences of Religion and Enthi 
fiaſm mixed themſelves in the quarrel, and pt 
the nation into ſuch a fever, that nothing hi 
the loſs of blood could recover them again 
their cool ſenſes. 

It is with reluctance that I enter inc 
part of the argument; and I wiſh I could « 
a curtain before the oppreſſions and calami 
which the nation ſuffered under, in that lo 
hour of darkneſs. But ſhould I be filent, 
almoſt every Gentleman's family wears ſtill 
ſcars of that frenzy; and can name the ance 
who loſt his life, the eſtate that was ſequeſten 
the houſe that was pillaged or pulled dos 
and this too was acted under the pretence 
making way for the free profeſſion of the 


1 a 
pel; of which however there was hardly any 
viſible ſign in the kingdom, except only This, 
« That our Kings were bound * chains, * 
« our Nobles with links of iron.“ 

After more than twelve. years of Lang 
night, the day began to break, and the ſound. 
of Liberty was heard throughout the na- 
tion; in a word, the King who was expelled, 
the Nobles and the Gentry who were driven 
into baniſhment, or lived at home ſequeſtered, - 
or impriſoned, were reſtored to their ancient 
rights; and England became Erigland again. - 
What 'now was 'the conſequence? Why, the 
cruelties, the oppreſſions, and devaſtations of 
many years, were all buried in ſilence and obli- 
vion: private reſentments and private injuries 


were given up to the public good; the rich | 


ſequeſtrator and the haraſſed gentleman lived 
like neighbours and friends ; and the prophecy 
ſeemed fulfilled, That the lion and the lamb 
ſhould play together. The only redreſs which 
the King and his People ' ſought for all their 
wrongs, was to guard themſelves from falling 
into the ſame miſchiefs again ; for this purpoſe 
expreſsly the Corporation Act was made, © For 
©* prevention (as the words of the Act are) 
« of the like miſchief for the time to come, 
* and for preſeryation of the public peace both 

"2 
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thought to be an invaſion of the ſubjects right, 


And yet, in the name of all that ever was called 


r 


« in Church and State:“ that act which is now 


and contrary to the maxims of Chriſt Jeſus. 


Chriſtian charity, what leſs could be done? 
Was it ſo extremely wicked to guard againſt | 
injury and oppreſſion? Was it fo irreligious | 
to defend that Religion which the nation re- | 
ceived as delivered by Chriſt, from force and 
violence; and to ſuppreſs the many kinds of | 
injuſtice practiſed on this people; and which 
would ſound too harſhly, ſhould they be dif- | 
tinctly enumerated ? Self-defence is a darling 
topic with many, and Idefire them to ſhew, that 
in this act any thing was done by the Gentle- 
men of the Church of England, which they 
had not found by woful experience to be ne- 
ceſſary for their preſervation. The general 
pardon was ſo far from producing the deſired 
effect, that it is declared by the Legiſlature as 
the ground of the Corporation Act, © That 
ce notwithſtanding all his Majeſty's endeavours 
« and unparalleled indulgence in pardoning all 
te that 1s paſt, nevertheleſs many evil ſpirits are 
be ſtill working.” 

This then was the caſe in fact: the Crown, 
the Nobility, the Gentry and the Clergy of 
England had ſuffered for above twelve years 


under 


1 2 1 
under ſuch oppreſſion and cruelty, as vil be 
eaſily called to mind, by the reader; and which. 


I have no inclination to aggravate, or to de- 
ſcribe : and when the Government returned to 
its natural channel again, all was forgiven; and 
Chriſtian charity triumphed over every thing, 
but the reſtleſs ſpirit of ſome among us z which 
ſince the mercy and good nature of the nation 
could not ſubdue, it became neceſſary that 
their wiſdom and prudence ſhould prevent; for. 
theſe reaſons the Corporation Act was made, 
to keep the power out of thoſe hands which. 
had uſed it ſo very ill: this I ſay was the caſe; 
and let Heaven and Earth judge of the equity 
of the proceedings. 


re, CS 


# But however juſtifiable this minke be bon 
: the cloſe of the troubles, and whilſt things con- 
1 tinued to be in agitation; yet perhaps it will 
4 be ſaid, that now the caſe is altered; the diſ- 
5 affection to the Church is abated; and we have 
* nothing to fear from Diſſenters, though places 


of power and truſt in the Government ſhould 
be lodged in their hands, I wiſh this were all 
true; and am willing to allow that there are 
many among them who are ſincere in their pro- 
feſſions of moderation. But alas! it is one 
thing to ſay how we would uſe power, if we 
ad it, and another to know how to uſe 
t when we have it. But to let this paſs: 
have 
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| have any of the Diſſenters An that "They 
are for maintaining the Church as by law 


_ eſtabliſhed? No certainly: the utmöſk that 
has been pleaded in their behalf, is, “ That 


© their principles—amovnt to thofe' of a gene- 
© rat toleration to all peaceable ſubjects . 
J rejoice in this happy reformation of their 
principles; but let me aſk the Gentlemen of 
South Britain,” what they are like to get by 


accepting of à toleration for their Religion, 


inftead of an eſtabliſhment; and that too li- 
mited to the condition of being peaceable ſub- 
Jets; a condition indeed highly reafonable in 
itſelf; but which may be eaſily expounded 
away: and probably would be ſo, unleſs they 
could appear to be highly ſatisfied with their 
hard bargain. Beſides, this declaration for 
toleration ſtan's only upon the authority of 
the Diſſenters Addreſs to the King; an autho- 
rity they are not willing to abide by in all 
cafes; and never more complain than when 
they are preſſed with a like argument, founded 
upon their Addreſſes to James the Second. 
The Diſſenters are ſtill fond of their own 
principles and opinions: and we have once ſeen 
how that fondneſs tranſported” them, when 
power was in their hands. Why then are We 
* The Diſſenters Reaſons, by Mr. Peirce, page 33 · 
| 800 
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not to ſuppoſe, that they would uſe | 
again, if put into their hands, to ſet up what 
hey account pure Religion; and to expel, what 

ot only they, but others of higher rank, and 
nder greater obligations to the Church, have 
reated as popiſn and ſuperſtitious ?? 

It is well known, that in the late times, 
here was a ſolemn league and covenant en- 
ered into by many, to root out the eftabliſhed 
hurch of England, and never-more to permit 
return. At the Reftoration, ſome there 
ere, who left their livings rather than depart 
om the terms of this engagement. Has their 
eady adherence to theſe obligations been 
lamed or condemned by their brethren of theſe 
mes? No; ſo far from it, that they have la 
pured to adorn the lives and characters of theſe 
en; their ſufferings for this cauſe have been 
Pagnified and extolled ; and they have been 
preſented to the public, as confeſſors ſuffer- 
g for righteouſneſs. ſake; as lights ſhin- 
dg in the dark, and of whom the world was 
dt worthy. And now let any body draw the 
tural conſequence from this: is it reaſonable 
think, that thoſe who have conſecrated their 
refathers* zeal to deſtroy the eſtabliſhed 
urch, and offered up ſo much incenſe to it 
the eye of the world, do themſelves con- 
4 demn 
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demn thoſe principles, gia they. ſo * 
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in others? 

It has of late years been a u opiniz 
among ſome members of the Church of EU. 
land, that the Diſſenters had worn off their 
rigid zeal againſt the Church, and that there 
was little more left in the Controverſy than-the 
difficulty about Re-ordination, and the diſpute 
about ſome indifferent Rites and Ceremonies 
But we have been told, how highly: affronting 
to the Diſſenters ſuch an opinion of them 
© How could you ſuggeſt (ſays one of them 
te that we don't ſo much as pretend the tem 
« of your Communion are ſinful ?“ * And he 
goes on to give inſtances of ſinful terms in q 
Communion; and then in the name of all hy 
brethren he paſſes a judgment that makes the 
whole Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution ſinful: You 
© may depend upon it, that the great body d 
te the Diſſenters judge the terms of Commu 
cc nion to be ſinfully impoſed.” p. 6, II 
ſtrikes not at one, or at many of our terms d 
Communion, but at the whole eſtabliſhment 
the foundation itſelf is fin, and nothing 00K 
can be raiſed on it: and therefore he vy 
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frankly and conſiſtently declares, p. 30. Wen. 
e rejoice to ſee the foundations ſhaken, n 

+ The Diſſenters Reaſons, Kc. by James Peirce, p. nic 
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the fabrick ſinking, as we never doubted 
but it would ſome time or other.” What 
pes, what triumphs are theſe !——But to go 
: he charges the Church, p. 24. with per⸗ 
mains and repreſents the Diſſenters, as the 
ly remnant ©. who have not bowed the knee 
Baal.“ p. 38. So that the Church of Eng- 
d in this compariſon (and it ſhould ſeem 
-refore in this Gentleman's opinion) is an 
platreſs, and her Prieſts are the Prieſts of Baal. 
The Church of England owns itſelf to be 
ject to the civil power, in making canons ' 
d conſtitutions for external government and 
cipline; whether the State has reaſon to like 
Church the worſe for this, let others judge. 
t thoſe who are offended at it, may aſſure 
mſelves they ſhall have no ſuch reaſon of 
plaint againſt the Diſſenters ; they pretend 
a power and diſcipline equally great-and ex- 
ſive with that claimed or uſed by the eftab- 
ed Church; they claim it too independent- 
of the State in every reſpect, for they claim 
ul as the Law of Chriſt, over which no hu- 
n power has authority. The Govern- 
ent we plead for, ſays Mr. Peirce, is no 
dther than the execution of the Laws of 
briſt,” p. 22, 23. And ſince this is their 
nion, I'll venture to ſay for them, that 
s likewiſe their opinion, that no power on 


D earth 
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earth can reſtrain them in the exerciſe of n 
part of that Government, which they plead fo 
And without the ſpirit of prophecy, it is ei 
foreſeen, that if ever they have the Rule, the 
little finger will be thicker than the loins of tl 
Church: the holineſs of their Government, 
being the execution of the Laws of Chi 
muſt make them (whatever they now thin 
zealous to impoſe it on all, 

This Gentleman has the repute of being « 
of the moſt conſiderable among the Diſſentet 
and takes upon himſelf to ſpeak in the name 
the reſt, I ſhould not have wondered hal 
of their ignorant mechanicks repreſented! 
Clergy of England as Prieſts of Baal ; but 
is ſurpriſing to hear this from a man of let 
from one who has had opportunities of « 
verſing both with men and books; and itis 
intimation at leaſt, what purpoſes are to 
ſerved by that power, to which ſome are! 
ſo eagerly pleading their right. And let ei 
man, who wiſhes well to the Church of E 
land, judge from hence, what he is tol 
pect, if ever offices of power and truſt 
lodged in Difſenters' hands. Will they pen 
do you think, the Prieſts of Baal to live vil 
leſted, or will they endure that the Churd 
England, whoſe foundation is fin, ſhould 
permitted to ſtand? No; then they would 


ant 


for 
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s, that they have no power to remit the 11 8 
of Chriſt ; this was not their meaning: 


ee oft 


If Diſſenters 3 only to propagate their 
perſuaſion, by applying to the reaſon and un- 
derſtanding of men, they are even now at li- 
berty to do it; and if they can convince the 
ation that their cauſe is right, it will give 
hem an influence beyand what the repeal of - 
wenty acts in their behalf can do. Let them 
enten hen go to work in God's name, we are ready 
o hear and to conſider their arguments. But if 
they want to back their arguments with power, 
however we are bound to attend to reaſon, we 
ertainly have a right to guard againſt force; 
nd to ſecure ourſelves from having any thing, 
as Religion, impoſed on us. For theſe reaſons, 
and chiefly for the ſake of that experience 
which we have had, we cannot agree to call 
for a repeal of theſe acts: they are acts founded 
on the principles of ſelf-defence ; and not made 
to exclude Chriſtians from civil offices, for the 
ſake of their conſcientious ſcruples. And if 
there be no difference between perſecuting a 
man for his opinions, and ſecuring myſelf from 
being perſecuted for my own; then indeed it 
is a perſecution, to exclude men, for the ſake 
D 2 of 
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of their diſaffection to the eſtabliſhed Churehy 


land has felt it; and ſhe has a ſhort memory 
if ſhe has already forgot what it is. It 181 


I have been publicly and often charged to be; 
pleaded againſt it. 


that every man has a right (much more even 
Government) to ſecure himſelf againſt pes 


thought thereon, let him ſay, (if he ſees reaſo) 


not in great haſte to come to a concluſion, le 


RN: 
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from civil power. Perſecution is an ham 
word, but when it comes from words to blow 
it is an harder thing. The Church of Eng: 


deed as bad as it can be deſcribed to be; and 
ſo far am I from being an advocate for it, u 


that I can with a clear y ſay, I bare evet 


But ſurely, it muſt be agreed on all hands 


ſecution, and from having any thing, as Rel 
gion, impoſed on him by undue means. Ant 
once more I call upon the reader to recollet 
what paſſed in thoſe ſad days, when all tir 
Sects among us were labouring for ſuperionty, 
and making their way over the heads and con 
ſciences of their brethren; and when he. hs 


that to exclude men from power on account & 
thoſe perſuaſions in religion, which produced 
ſo much miſery and confuſion in theſe king 
doms, is an unjuſt or falſe ſecurity, and con 
trary to the maxims of Chriſt. But if he i 


hin 


! 
nel 


im conſider, that what has been already, may 
robably be expected again from the ſame 
zuſes; and that power in the hands of Diſ- 

nters has once already ruined Church and 
ate. If he thinks they are now grown friends 
d toleration, and is moved by that argument, 

et let him aſk himſelf the reaſon, why he ſhould 
ive up an eſtabliſhment; to accept of a tole- 

ation; and why toleration is not as good, when 
is granted to Diſſenters, as when it is humbly 

ceived at their hands. Let hic alſo conſider, 

at where the Diſſenters' principles prevail, no 

dleration is granted: the Kirk has ever pro- 

ſted againſt it, and uſed their utmoſt endea- 

ours to prevent it. If he thinks much weight 

to be laid upon their late declarations for 

-neral toleration; let him remember, that the 

me pleas were uſed before King Charles the 

irſt's time, and yet what were Church or Na- 

on the better for them? In a word, let him 

onſider, whether under theſe uncertainties, 

is not wiſeſt to truſt himſelf with the liberty 

| his own conſcience, Whether he may not 

e as ſure of ſhutting out perſecution (if that 

the concern) by keeping it in his own power 
d give a free toleration to thoſe who differ 
om him, as by putting it in the power of 
ners to make him the like grant. 

D 3 They 
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They who diſplay ſo much zeal 2 | 
limitations of offices to Members of tl 
eſtabliſhed, would do well to ee 
the Crown itſelf is ſubject to this very li 
tion, By 12, 13 Will. III. cap. 2. it is 
vided, © That whoſoever ſhall hereafter cot 
ce to the poſſeſſion of this Crown, ſhall join 
“ Communion with the Church of 1 2 
ce by law eſtabliſned.“ꝰ 
Let the world be informed, how it comes! 
paſs, that the Kings of England have leſs p 
vilege than any of their ſubjects ; and why ii 
very limitation is juſt and expedient when 
plied to the Crown, which is ſo great an 
preſſion, fo ſubverſive of natural right, wt 
applied to any of the People. 
The Crown has the diſpoſal of Ne: 
power and truſt in the Government; and t 
incapacity for offices which ſome lie under, | 
virtue of the Teſt Act, is in truth a reſtra 
upon the Crown i in beſtowing of offices, 
as long as it is thought neceſſary, for the 
ſervation of the eſtabliſhed religion, to confi 
the Crown itſelf to the Communion of 
Church of England, ſo long it cannot be u 
reaſonable to confine the Crown from derivil 
power into ſuch hands as there is reaſon 
think would deſtroy it. Nay, the very rea 


1 1 
or . the Crown to the — 
ze Church of England, is to ſecute the powers 
f the Government which are lodged in the 
ſeems prepoſterous. to ſuppoſe, that any 
to hands not well affected to the Church. 
I do not find that any one, who argues for 
he repeal of theſe Laws, does ſo much as pre- 
Jend to complain of them with reſpect to the 
eſtraint, which they bring on the Crown in 
he diſpoſal of offices. Nor indeed can any 
dody juſtly do it; for his Majeſty's declared 
iffection to our Conſtitution in Church and 
State, will never permit him to think any Law 
a burden to himſelf, which is made for the 
preſervation of public peace both in Church 
and State. 

But with reſpect to the limitation which re- 
quires that “ the perſon poſſeſſing the Crown 
« ſhall join in communion with the Church of 
England as by law eſtabliſhed ;” it may, per- 
haps, be ſaid, that there is a difference in the 
caſe, becauſe the receiving the Sacrament as a 
Teſt, and giving - evidence thereof, is not re- 
quired of the Crown. Tis true, it is not: and 
the reaſon of the difference is this; in the caſe 
of private men, the public cannot judge what 
D 4 Communion 
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Communion they belong to; and cles 


kingdom he governs ; and conſequentiy . 


be required. 3 
I I would obſerve here (what ſome ſeem ven 
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talk indeed of religious rights preſerved or te- 


1 f | 


proof, a teſt of their communion with the Charcy 
eftabliſhed, is required of them: but à Ni 
is a public perſon, and lives in the eye of al 
his ſubjects; and it is as eaſy to know of a 
King what Communion he belongs to, as what 


particular Teſt of joining in Communion need 


deſirous to forget) that one great end of the 
Revolution was, to ſecure and preſerve the 
Church eſtabliſhed ; and that to labour to hun 
this Church, cannot be a mark of friendſhipts 
the Revolution, I have turned over the. tit 
ings of my opponents, to ſee whether this part 
of the argument in the behalf of the Revolu- 
tion has had any improvement under their 
hands; and to my great ſurpriſe, I cannot find 
they have once had it in their thoughts: they 


ſtored by the Revolution; but they plainly 
mean ſuch rights as they now plead for ; ſuch 
as are inconſiſtent with the eſtabliſhment 
any Church; except perhaps the Church d 
England zruly ſo called (as one of them 
ſpeaks), and what kind of Church that is, nei- 
ther I, nor (I believe) they can tell; for il 

the 


The Legiſlature knows no religious cies 


L nn 3 

the Church of England commonly To alled;is 
not the Church of England truly ſo called, 
then the Church of England truly ſo called, 
is ſome Church not yet eſtabliſhed; * whit 
it may be, who can 77 | LR | Y- 


but what are contained in the eſtabliſnment of 
the Church of England; and therefore” the 


Lords and Commons tell King William, that 


after the ſettlement of the Crown on - himſelf, 


&c. in his firſt year, * his Majeſty's good ſub- 
« jects were reſtored to the full and free poſ- 
« ſeſſion and enjoyment of their religion, 


« rights and liberties.” 12, 13 Will. III. cap. 2. 
They knew of no religious rights reſtored by 
the ſettlement of the Crown on King William, 
&c. but what are implied in the people's being 
reſtored to the free enjoyment of their religion, 
as profeſſed in the eſtabliſhed Churen. 

In a word; if all Governments in the world 
have a right to defend themſelves as well againſt 
their own ſubjects, as others; and in conſe- 
quence thereof, to provide, that the powers of 
the Conſtitution ſhould be lodged in ſuch hands 
only, as are well affected to the eſtabliſhment : 
If all men have a right to guard their own con- 
ſciences againſt the force of ſuch as would im- 
pole that for Religion, which they do not ap- 

prove; 
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the ſtatutes which do ſo confine them are not 


tion more ariſing from the very nature of our 


to take particular care that Corporations be 
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prove; and if it be reaſonable to ſuppoſe; that 
thoſe. who have once attempted, and ſucceeded 
in their attempt, to uſe their fellow ſubjects in 
ſuch manner, are ready to do it again when 
they have power: and laſtly, if it be juſtifiable 
to limit the Croun to the Communion of the 
Church eſtabliſhed, in order to ſecure and pre- 
ſerve the Church; it is upon all theſe reaſom 
juſtifiable to confine offices of power and truſt 
to the hands of ſuch as are well affected to the 
eccleſiaſtical eſtabliſhment of this realm; and 


chargeable with oppreſſion, but are founded in 
the higheſt reaſon ; the ſecurity and preſervs- 
tion of our Conſtitution. | 

But beſides all this, there is one ** 


Conſtitution, that makes the Teſt with reſpet 
to Corporations highly reaſonable; Tis wel 
known what an influence the Corporations have 
in one part of the Legiſlature : there are in- 
ſtances where a very few ſubjects in a littk 
town are repreſented in Parliament by as man) 
members as the largeſt county chooſes; and thu 
being the Conſtitution, it concerns the whole 


under the government and direction of ſuch s 
are friends to the whole; and to guard thc 
PO 1 


e 
poſts eſpecially, which if the adverfay hn 
ſeſſed, it would make one of them - become 
equal in ſtrength to. a thouſand, The natural 
ſtrength of any Conſtitution lies in the affection 
of the people to it; and it may be allowed, 
that the Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſument (as far 2 
it is in its nature changeable by human laws) 

ought to be agreeable to the Tenſe: of the na- 
tion; but no common ſenſe will allow that the | 
little towns of a county ought to govern} the 
conſciences of a county; and therefore fince 
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| in many little towns have by our Conſtitution (of 
va” which it is not my intent to complain) ſuch an 


influence, there is nothing more reaſonable, 
than to provide that ſuch only as are friends'to 
the eſtabliſhment in Church and State, ſhould 
have the direction of them. Either this is rea- 
ſonable, or elſe it is reaſonable to aſſirm, that 
the Conſtitution in Church and State ought not 
to be what the nation likes, but what the towns 
corporate ſhall think proper for them. 

This conſideration may be made more ge- 
neral, and extended to other offices in the State; 
for though there are many offices which men 
might execute, without being thereby enabled 
immediately to hurt the Conſtitution; yet the 

influence which ſuch offices give in the election 
of Parliament men (a power which accrues not 
1 from 
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State: this, I ſay, is in ſome degree the caſe in 


[ 44 1 B's. 
' from the [particular nature of tlie office, but 
from the nature of our Conſtitution) makes'it 
reaſonable, that ſuch offices ſnould be confined 
to the friends of the Conſtitution in Church and 


general; but it more evidently qe in be 
caſe of Corporation Officer. 
The Nonconformiſts of all ſorts (including 
Papiſts as well as others) were computed to be 
in proportion to the members of the Church' of 
England, in the year 1676, as one to twenty: 
A number in proportion too ſmall to have any 
natural ſtrength to hurt the Conſtitution ; but 
if they were at liberty, and ſhould apply them- 


ſelves heartily to gain the Corporations, they 
might ſoon get ſuch ſtrength as might make 


them formidable ; whilſt others, relying upon 
their numbers, ſat ſecurely by. Whether this 


advantage in theſe circumſtances ought to'be 
given to the one, the twenty, I think, have a 


very good right to judge. | » 
The caſe of the Corporations, and the in- 


fluence they have in one part of the Legiſlature, 


ought to be well conſidered, by ſuch eſpecially, 


as ſeem willing to part with the Teſt. as far as 


it affects Corporations, and to preſerve it with 
reſpect to other officers. If it be reaſonable to 
keep any power out of Diſſenters' hands; that 

f power 


ti t 


power certainly which gives them an Infueace 
in the Legiſlature, in making laws for Church 
and State; ought eſpecially to be kept from 
them. And it” muſt upon the leaſt reflection 
appear very ſtrange, to advance a man to'a 
ſhare in making laws for the nations 1 2280 to 
deny him all other power.. 

Were the Diſſenters fewer in aner 8 
they are; were they one to a thouſand, yet I 
ſhould think it unreaſonable and unlawful to 
endeavour to end the difference by force. And 
ſo far am I from diſliking the indulgence al · 


lowed: them; that I like the eſtabliſnment itſelf 


the better for this abatement in the rigour of 
its laws. But if peace and ſecurity of con- 
ſcience will not ſatisfy, without power and au- 
thority in the State, it ought to be no offence 
to them to be told, that we owe a regard to 
our own conſciences, as well as theirs; and 
that though we rejoice in their liberty, yet we 
ſee no reaſon to part with our own ſecurity. 

I have hitherto ſpoken of the Corporation 
and Teſt Acts in general, and the reaſons on 
which they are founded, There will want but 
little to be ſaid of the 25 of Charles II. in par- 
ticular ; and that only in reſpect * an objection 
which concerns that act. 

T his act when it was made related particu- 


ladly 
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larly to Papiſts; and they who can diſtinguiſh 
between a man's Religion, and the certain, 
neceſſary effects of it, can ſee, without dophe, 
the reaſonableneſs of a Teſt, or any other dif. 
qualification in this view. For my own part, 
as far as the argument for perſecution is con- 
cerned, I make no difference between one re- 
ligion and another; and can as little juſtify 
hanging a Papiſt, merely for his religion, as a 
Prateftant. If therefore the Teft Act be in 
truth a perſecuting law, it is bad in ever 
view but if it be only a reaſonable proviſion 
for the ſecurity of the eſtabliſhment againſ 
ſuſpected enemies; it is good in every calc, 
where there is probable ground for ſuch ſuſpi- 
cion. | 

I need not ſay, how much the nation is in- 
debred to this act; it has once already ſaved 
us from the power of Popery; and was a bur 
rier to the Proteſtant Religion in all King 
James's reign: this was ſo evident, that there 
was nothing this unhappy Prince laboured ſi 
much, as the repeal of this at; and when be 
could not get an Engliſh Parliament to concur 
with him, he took a bold ſtep to compaſs hi 
deſign, and endeavoured to lay it aſleep by 
diſpenſing power. His declaration to thi 


Purpoſe is upon record in the annals and hiſto- 
ries 
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ries of that time; and if the reader will "Me at the 0 


trouble to turn to it, he will find that our op- 
ponents have been beholden to King James's 
declaration, for their arguments againft the 


Teſt. 
But this act being deſigned for Papiſts in 


particular, it has been complained of, that it 
was extended to Proteſtant Diſſenters; though 
it is well known, that this effect was foreſeen - 
at the time of making the act, and might have 
eaſily been prevented, had the Legiſlature in- 
tended to prevent it. But let this paſs; it 
cannot be denied, that this effect upon Pro- 
teſtant Diſſenters was underſtood at the time 
the Toleration Act paſſed, and yet ſo far were 
the Legiſlature from preventing it then, that 
they expreſsly declared all Proteſtant Diſſenters 
to be liable to it, Which declaration was in- 
deed a re- enacting of the Teſt Act with reſpect 
to the Diſſenters. And from this time (at 
leaſt) the Teſt Act does as directly affect the 
Diſſenters as the Papiſts: and it is not worth 
while to diſpute with them, whether they were 
put under this aq by King Charles or King 
William. But I recommend it to ſome perſons 
to conſider the proceedings of that Parliament 
of King William; they were no friends to per- 
ſecution; they releaſed Diſſenters from all pe- 

| nalties, 
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delties, yet thought it fit to extend the Teſt 
Act to them ; and let ſuch perſons. learn, from 


hence (if they pleaſe) that perſecution is one 


thing, and excluding the ill- affected to our 
eſtabliſhment from places of power, is another: 
or if they can by no means part with their 


charge of perſecution, I hope they will not for 


the future, ſingle me out to bear it all, but 
will allow King William and his Parliament 
their due ſhare, 

But that it may not be ſuggeſted, that King 
William conſented to as much as he could ob- 
tain from his Parliament, and left the Teſt in 
force, becauſe the times would not admit a 
repeal ; it is proper to inform the reader, that 
he had declared his opinion in this matter, be- 
fore the Revolution. When King James at- 
tempted to repeal as well the Teſt as the Penal 
Laws, he endeavourcd to gain the approbation 
of the Prince and Princeſs of Orange; and 
Mr. Stewart, by the King's order, wrote to 
Mr. Fagel upon that head; Mr. Fagel in his 
anſwer delivers their Highneſſes ſenſe ; that 
they could wiſh Penal Laws removed ; but as 
to the Teſt, they had a juſt averſion to the 
abrogation of it. 

The laſt paragraph of Mr, Fagel's anſuert to 
Mr. Stewart's Letter, printed anno 1687, as 

taken 
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this effect, 
« Laſtly, (he concluded) that their High- 


* 


« preſerve a profound ſubmiſſion to his Ma- 
« jeſty, as they thought themſelves in duty 
« bound by the laws of God and Nature: but 
c ſince the matter that was then in hand re- 
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« the total abrogation of thoſe already made 
« both by King and Parliament; their High- 
c neſſes did not ſee how it could be expected 
« of them, that they ſhould conſent to ſuch 
© an abrogation, to which they had ſo juſt an 


e to all the laws and cuſtoms of all Chriſtian 
« States, whether Proteſtants or Papiſts, who 


te or public employments, but thoſe who pro- 
© feſſed the public and eſtabliſhed Religion, 
* and endeavoured to ſecure it againſt all at- 
te tempts whatſoever.” 

This Letter is, I think, a full 8 to ſuch 
as pretend to ſay that Diſſenters from the na- 
tional Church enjoy greater privileges in Hol- 
land than they do with us. The Prince and 
Princeſs of Orange, and Mr. Fagel, knew 
ſurely what was the conſtitution in that coun- 


E iry 


ben from the late Hiſtory of England, is to - 


te neſſes ever had, and were reſolved ever to 


« lated not to the making of new laws, but to 


te averſion ; as being a thing that was contrary 


te admitted none to a ſhare in the government 
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try; and the reader has their ſentiments, that 
et jt was contrary to the laws and cuſtoms of 
cc a1] Chriſtian States, whether Proteſtants or 
« Papiſts, to admit Diſſenters to a ſhare in the 
5 government, or public employments.” And 
ſo true is this, that no Arminian in Holland 
is ever admitted into the Magiſtracy: and the 
caſe is the ſame in Sweden, Denmark, the 
Principalities and Free Towns of the Empire, 
which profeſs the Proteſtant Religion, At 
Dantzick, as I am informed, three out d 
eighteen Magiſtrates are allowed to be Cal- 
viniſts, the reſt being Lutherans; a propor- 
tion ſo ſmall, that it will hardly make an ex- 
ception to the general rule. 
I have now laid before the reader the reaſons 
inducing me to wiſh the continuance of thoſe 
Jaws, which, as many have declared, ought tobe 
repealed. Whether they judged right who ſug- 
geſted, that I could not be a-well-wiſher to 
theſe laws, without being an approver of pet- 
ſecution, the world muſt Judge from what | 
have now offered, 

I will beg leave, however, to remind them 
of ſomething which they ought to have con- 
ſidered before they had openly declared and 
called for a repeal of the Teſt Act. In the fifth 


of the Queen, an act was made, introduQive 
to 


or 
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to the Union of the two Kingdoms, entitled; 
« An Act for ſecuring the Church of England 
« as by Law eſtabliſhed.” In which act it is 
provided, that an act 1g Eliz. entitled, © An 
« Act for Miniſters of the Church to be of 
« ſound Religion; and the Act of Uniformity, 
« 13 Charles II.— And all other and ſingular 
« Acts of Parliament, now in force for the 
« Eſtabliſhment and Preſervation of the Church 
© of England, and the Doctrine, Worſhip, 
« Niſcipline, and Government thereof, ſhall re- 
{© main and be in full force for ever.” This act is 
inſerted verbatim in the Act of Union, and de- 
clared to be an eſſential condition of the ſaid 
Union, an eſſential and fundamental part of 
the— Articles and Union. Since then all and 
ſingular acts, in force at the time of the Union, 
for the eſtabliſhment and preſervation of the 
Church are made perpetual, it ſhould have 
been conſidered, whether the Teſt Act did not 
come within this deſcription; and the rather, 
becauſe by an act of Parliament 10 Annz, 
Cap. 2. it is declared concerning the Corpora- 
tion and Teſt Acts, that both—were made for 
the ſecurity of the Church of England as by 
law eſtabliſhed, Now if theſe acts were, as it 
is declared by the Legiſlature, made for the 
ſecurity of the Church eſtabliſhed: and if all 

E 2 ſuch 
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ſuch acts are fundamentals of the Union, and 
to continue in force for ever, no private writer, 
I preſume, ought to have called for a repeal, 
If this be permitted, what jealouſies may not 
be fomented? What handle does this admi- 
niſter to ill-diſpoſed men, to break in upon the 
like ſecurity which the Kirk enjoys, whenever 
they have power and opportunity ? 

I ſpeak this of private writers only: when the 
Legiſlature ſet limits to their own authority, 
they muſt continue the judges of thoſe limits 
and it would be great preſumption in me to 
pretend to ſay, that this conſideration does at 
fect, or how it does affect the ſupreme power; 
but there is at leaſt ſo much appearance in it 
as to make it very improper for private men 
give judgment in the caſe, 

I ſhall tranſcribe the words of the Union 
Act relating to the ſecurity of the Church of 
England, and ſo conclude this head. 

Quinto Anne, Cap. 8. Sect. 7. And where- 
« as it is reaſonable and neceſſary, that the 
ct true Proteſtant Religion profeſſed and eſtab- 
te liſhed by law in the Church of England, and 
ce the doctrine, worſhip, diſcipline and govert 
© ment thereof, ſhould be effectually and un- 


te alterably ſecured; be it enacted by the Queen? 
Cc mot 


* 
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n moſt excellent Majeſty, by and with the ad- 
« yice and conſent of the Lords Spiritual and 
« Temporal, and the Commons in this preſent 
« Parliament aſſembled, and by authority of 
« the ſame, that an act made in the thirteenth 
« year of the reign of Qyeen Elizabeth, of - 
© famous memory, entitled, An Act for 
« Miniſters of the Church to be of ſound Re- 
« ljpgion:* and alſo another act made in the 


© thirteenth year of the reign of the late King 
| © Charles II. entitled, © An Act for the Uni- 
„ formity of the public Prayers and Adminiſtra- 
. F* tion of Sacraments, and other Rites and 
rig Ceremonies, and for eſtabliſhing the form 
of making, ordaining, and conſecrating Bi- 
ao ſhops, Prieſts and Deacons in the Church of 

England,“ (other than ſuch clauſes in the 
01 © ſaid acts, or either of them, as have been 

= repealed or altered by any ſubſequent act or 

© acts of Parliament) and all and ſingular other 
” acts of Parliament now in force for the eſtab- 
| 


* Iiſhment and preſervation of the Church of 
England, and the doctrine, worſhip, diſci- 
© pline and government thereof, ſhall remain 
and be in full force for ever. 

Sect. 8. And be it further enacted by the 
* authority aforeſaid, that after the demiſe of 
* her Majeſty (whom God long preſerve) that 
E 3 « the 
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* the Sovereign next ſucceeding to her Majeſty 
« jn the royal Government of the Kingdom o 
& Great Britain, and ſo fot ever hereafter, every 
« King or Queen ſucceeding or coming to the 
« royal Government of the Kingdom of Great 
« Britain, at his or her Coronation, ſhall in th 
& preſence of all perſons who ſhall be attend- 
« ing, aſſiſting, or otherwiſe then and ther: 
cc preſent, take and ſubſcribe an oath to main- 
ce tain and preſerve inviolably the ſaid ſetrle- 
c ment of the Church of England, and the 
ce doctrine, worſhip, diſcipline and government 
cc thereof, as by law eſtabliſhed within th 
* kingdoms of England and Ireland, the dc 
* minion of Wales, and town of Berwick upon 
© Tweed, and the territories thereunto be- 
“ longing.” 
Set. 11. And it is hereby further en- 
e acted by the authority aforeſaid, that the 
te ſaid act paſſed in this preſent Seſſion of Pu- 
* lament, entitled, © An Act for ſecuring 
de the Church of England as by law eſtabliſhed, 
« and all and every the matters and things 
&* therein contained: and alſo the ſaid Act d 
ce Parliament of Scotland, entitled, © An Ac 
tc for ſecuring the Proteſtant Religion, and 
t Preſbyterian Church Government,“ with the 


e eſtabliſhment in the ſaid act contained, be 
cc and 


IX. 
tea nd ſhall for ever be held and adjudged to 
« be, and obſerved as fundamental and eſſen- 


« tial conditions of the ſaid union : and ſhall 


then in all times coming be taken to be, and are 
eu hereby declared to be eſſential and funda- 


th © mental parts of the ſaid articles and union.“ 
nd- The ſecond queſtion is this. 
ere Suppoſing it to be right to put offices of 


Dower and truſt into the hands of ſuch only as 
are well affected to the eccleſiaſtical eſtabliſh- 


tle- 

the ent ; whether it be lawful- to require of any 
nent an, who is willing to accept ſuch office, that 
the he ſhould communicate with the Church eſta- 


Wblihhed; and particularly that he ſhould receive 
he Sacrament according to the rites and uſage 
of it, in order to prove his communion with it, 
It is here to be obſerved that the Teſt Act 
dbliges no man to receive the Sacrament, It 

ay (and I doubt it-too often does) prove a 
emptation to a man to do, what otherwiſe he 
rn vould not chooſe to do; but for ſuch inſincerity 
he receiver and not the law-maker is to an- 


ing ver. We ought not indeed to lay ſtumbling 
ct alocks in the way of our brethren ; but the 
| A cgiſlature conſider the receiving the Sacra- 


ent according to the rites of the Church of 
gland not only as lawful, but as commenda- 
ble in a Chriſtian, and therefore they can in no 
E 4 ſenſe 


c ligion ought not to be a civil Teſt:“ Tn 


which tie men to God: and though in ſtrid- 
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ſenſe be charged with tempting men to ti 
But the objection has been ſtated in a form 
more general; it has been argued, that “ Re- 


anſwer to which, I alledge, that Religion 
is the Teſt, whenever an oath is required 
I ſhall endeavour to ſet that matter in a a clear 
light. 

1. Religion conſidered in its firſt prioci 
and foundation, is that ſenſe and perſuaſion 
which men have of the being and power of God 
and of the relation they ſtand in to him as eres 
tures and ſubjects. | 

This ſenſe is the very bond and obligation 


neſs of ſpeech it may perhaps more properly t 
called the foundation of all religion than re: 
ligion itſelf; yet the diſpoſition which naturalh 
ariſes from hence, and influences all religion 
acts and duties whatever, has entitled even the 
original ſenſe by a common figure of ſpeech, tt 
bear the title of religion, 
2. The firſt and moſt immediate const 
quences from this ſenſe, are, that we ouglt 
to love, fear, and truſt in, God, as Creator ant 
Governor, Theſe are properly and trial 

ſpeaking religious acts of a rational mind. 
3. The whole complex of man's bounde 
duty 
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duty to God, deducible from. this oy ſenſe, - 
s properly called Religion. 
4. Any branch of Religion, refpeſtings imme- 
liately either God, ourſelves, or our neigh- 
hour, may by a figure uſual with all writers be 
ermed Religion : Thus it is Religion to love 
od, ſo alſo it is „ to love our en 
Pour, 
5. All particular duties as they regard God, 
ay for the ſame reaſon be called Religion. 
6, The coming in of the goſpel made'no al- 
eration in the eſſentials of Religion. Tis juſt 
a s much Religion now to love and fear God, 
ind to obey him, as it was before the publiſhing 
he goſpel; and no more ſo. But it is to be 
pbſerved, that our bleſſed Lord has commanded 
he obſervation of ſome poſitive inſtitutions, in- 
ended to be ſigns and memorials to Chriſtians 
ff the grace beſtowed on them by God through 
hriſt, Theſe inſtitutions are ordained for the 
ake and for the preſervation of true Chriſtian 
Religion ; and are called Religion, not becauſe - 
hey are, in their own nature, religious acts, but 
for the relation they have to religion, through 
he inſtitution and command of Chrift Jeſus, 
and to that truly religious diſpoſition of mind, 
ith which they ought always to be performed, 
From this account I would obſerve, 


I. That 


Wy 


181 

1. That to love, fear, and truſt God, as Ge 
vernor of the Univerſe, are the firſt and mol 
eſſential duties of Religion, and reſulting i 
mediately from the natural ſenſe and diſpolitia 
1 of a rational mind. That all particular dutie 
| flow from theſe; and conſequently, that u 
"_ particular duty can be called Religion in a 
higher ſenſe, than theſe are ſo called, 
2. That theſe eſſential duties are the Rel 
gion on which an Oath is founded. 
The next thing to be conſidered, is ib 
meaning of the word Teſt. 
The word Teſt is a relative term, and ai 
ways reſpects ſomething that is to be teſtifici 
And therefore a Teſt, as it is applied to hum 
affairs, denotes a ſenſible evidence natura 
tending to prove the thing doubted of. I { 
naturally tending, becauſe no human appoints 
ment can make any thing to be a ſign of an in 
ward diſpoſition, which is not naturally 60; 
an Oath is therefore a Teſt of the witneſs's v 

. racity, becauſe it naturally implies (the rel 
gion of man ſuppoſed) the ſtrongeſt obligation 
and diſpoſition to ſpeak truth, 
The word Civil added to Teſt, does not de 
note any thing that belongs to the Teſt itſe 
or that enters into the nature of it; but ſigni 


fies merely the end for which it is required, 
a” 


©. © 

the uſe that is made of it. The Sacramental | 
Teſt is called a Civil Teſt, not becauſe the act 
of receiving becomes a civil or political act, 
by being made a Teſt, but only becauſe the 
end for which it is made a Teſt, relates to the 
civil ſtate, and the uſe made of the Teſt is po- 
litical, reſpecting the Government. So that in 
the Sacramental Teſt there is nothing civil or 
political, but as it is applied by the Govern- 
ment; on the part of the receiver it continues 
to be a religious act, without any mixture of 
politics in virtue of the law: When it is 
brought before the Government, they conſider 
the act of receiving according to the uſage of 
the eſtabliſned Church, only as implying the 
qualification which the State requires in all per- 
ſons, who ſhall be in office, &c. In this ſenſe 
then Religion is made a Civil Teſt, that the ma- 
giſtrate is enabled from thence to draw a conſe- 
quence which he applies to civil affairs. 

To apply this to the two caſes before us. 

An oath is required of a witneſs as a Teſt of 
his veracity. It is the act of a man conſidered 
as a religious creature; for take away the ſenſe 
of religion, and there is no pretence for requir- 
ing an oath ; ſince then an oath has all its force 
from the religion of the man, it is the religion 
of a man alone that makes it a Teſt ; for what- 


ever 
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ever it is that makes it naturally ſignify, what 
is intended or required to be ſignified by it, 
that it is, which gives it the eſſential proper- 
ties of a Teſt : but it is the religion of the man 
alone that makes his oath naturally ſignify the 
veracity of his evidence, in virtue of the ſtrong 
obligation it puts him under to ſpeak truth, 
It is evident then the religion of the man 
is the Teſt whenever an oath is required. And 
Religion here denotes the firſt and immediate 
duties ariſing from the knowledge of God and 
of ourſelves, as they are explained Art. 2. in 
the account of Religion. For whoever takes an 
oath, does (as it were) pawn the love and fear 
of God which are in him, and all his truſt and 
hope in God, for the truth and ſincerity of his 
evidence or promiſe. And theſe internal prin- 
ciples are the ground and foundation of all re- 
ligious acts whatever. No Teſt can be founded 
on an higher degree of religion than this; no 
poſitive duty can imply a greater degree of re- 
ligion than is contained in this general faith, in 
theſe firſt principles from which all duties flow, 
It has been urged, that we are not bound 
by religion to take oaths: and in this has been 
placed the great difference between the Teſt of 
an Oath and the Sacramental Teſt ; but the ob- 


ſervation does not come up to the caſe, For 
an 
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an oath is that act of a man by which Religion | 


is made a Teſt; and though the act itſelf be 


not commanded, yet the religion laid hold on 
by that act is commanded, unleſs it ſhould be 
thought, that we are under no command or 
obligation to love, to fear, to truſt in God. 

The true parallel ſtands thus : 

We. are obliged to believe in God, and to 
fear him, and to truſt in him, in the virtue of 
the reaſon given us by God. 

We are obliged to receive the Sacrament i in 
the Church of Chriſt in obedience to an inſtitu- 
tion of Chriſt ; and conſequently we are ſup- 
poſed to be in communion with that viſible part 
of the Church with which we receive the Sa- 
crament. 1 

When the magiſtrate requires an oath, he 
lays hold on the natural ſenſe and obligation we 
are under to believe in, and to fear God, and 
grounds the Teſt on them. 

When he requires the Sacramental Teſt, he 
lays hold of the obligation we are under to com- 
municate with that Church which we eſteem to 
be a true part of the Church of Chriſt, and 
grounds the Teſt on it. 

And the reader has it now fairly before him 
to judge how far Religion is in both caſes a 

civil 


ſidered in particular, whether there be any 


1 
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civil Teſt, and whether it be not at leaſt as much 


ſo in the firſt caſe as in the latter. 


But if it ſhall be allowed that Religion has, 
by the common conſent of nations, been made 
a Teſt in civil matters; and conſequently that 

he objection from the nature of religion in ge- 
neral is not good: yet it remains to be con- 


thing in the inſtitution of the Sacrament thar 
makes it unlawful for the Government to uſe it 
as a Teſt, And here it mult be granted that 
if the Statutes, requiring the Sacramental Teſt, 
have added to, or taken from, the inſtitution 
of Chriſt, they are certainly unlawful ; but if 
they have done neither, they have been very 
unjuſtly charged with perverting the end of the 
inſtitution. 

To draw a juſt conſequence from ſecing a 
man do an act enjoined by Chriſt, is, I pre- 
ſume, no affront to the command of Chriſt: 
to argue from a man's obeying the goſpel, that 
he is a Chriſtian, will hardly be taken for an 
abuſe of the goſpel; ſo in the preſent caſe, to 
conclude from a man's receiving the Sacrament 
in the Church of England, that he is in com- 
munion with the Church of England (which is 
all the uſe that the Government makes of the 
Sacrament conſidered as a Teſt), is ſurely as in- 

: nocent 
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n to receive, otherwiſe than a member of the 


the laws be condemned. I put the whole, 
at I have to ſay in juſtification of them, upon 
js iſſue; only deſiring the laws may not be 
urged with the hypocriſy and guilt of ſuch, 
deſpiſe the laws of God and man. ; 

he word Teſt, when applied to the Sacra- 
nt, is a mere external denomination ; it 
2s not denote any thing belonging to the in- 
ution, or to the action of receiving, but 
rely the uſe that is made of it, as an exter- 
ſign, If the Government take it to ſignify 
at it does naturally ſignify, they are guilty 
no impiety: And I am at a loſs to find the 
at wickedneſs in ſuppoſing that whoever re- 
es the Sacrament in the Church of England 
member of that Church. And therefore I 

ſurpriſed to hear this called, © debaſing the 

oſt ſacred thing in the world into a politi- 

al tool and engine of State,” 

but perhaps, it may be ſaid, that the fault 

in requiring men to receive the Sacrament 

ding to the rites of the Church of Eng- 

: but before this is ſaid, it ſhould be con- 

4 ſidered, 


cent a thing as any in the world. If it can be 
-wn that the laws now in force require any 


urch of England ought to receive, when not 
led upon by thoſe laws ; or with any view, 
purpoſe of heart contrary to the goſpel; . 


1 


cently charged. 


there is fo juſt cauſe of complaint in thi 
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fidered, that it is no great crime to require 
man to do, what his profeſſed principles lex 
him to do. And therefore the Legiſlature 


blameleſs in requiring the members of | 
Church of England to receive according to tl 
' rites of their own Church: and we may kn : 
from hence, that they intended to require it 
no others, that when they found others did n : 
ceive it in conſequence of theſe laws, they put - 
ſtop to all temprations to ſuch abuſe of the . 
for the future, by' the occaſional bill, 
even as to the Members of the Church of En 
land, they are no more obliged by theſe laws 7 
receive, than they are to take a place; andil . 
they think fit to take a place, yet ſo much ii | 
is allowed (that is, three months) for recen. ; 


the Sacrament, that it muſt needs be their 
fault, if they are not well prepared for it. 

that, in all views, the Legiſlature are guild 
of the profanation of the Lord's Supper, . 
which they have been ſo warmly and ſo it 


But after all (it will be ſaid) that inf 
many who receive upon account of offices, 
it in a very indecent manner, and come 
ill prepared to this ſolemn part of relig 
worſhip: pudet bæc opprobria; I am k 
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ſpect. And in God's name, let the Miniſters 
of the Goſpel ſpeak to the conſciences of their 
people; let them reprove their iniquity, and 
ſhew them that there will be cc no profit i in 
« gaining the world, if they loſe their own 
ce ſouls ;” and if this will not do, let them turn 
away the open and notorious offenders from 
the Lord's table; and tell them, they have 
« neither part nor lot in this matter; for their 
« hearts are not right in the ſight of God.“ 
I know this is thought to be a dangerous ex- 
periment ; for a notion prevails, that the Teſt . 
Act “ forces clergymen to give the Commu- 
nion to every atheiſt, or debauchee, whoa 
© may be named to any civil office; unleſs he 
© chooſes to be ruined for not doing it.“ The 
eader may look into the Teſt Act if he pleaſes ; 
but if he looks till doomſday, he will find no- 
hing in it to force any clergyman to give the 
acrament to every one, much leſs to every 
theiſt, who may be named to a place. The 
eſt Act leaves this matter juſt as it found it, 
bject to the rules and canons of the Church; 
d the man who comes with a place to receive 
e Sacrament, is in the ſame caſe as he who 
dmes without one; and is liable to be refuſed 
rtheſame reaſons. The rubrics before the com- 
union ſervice authorize the Curate © to repel 
F cc all 


* all open notorious evil livers; all who have 


5 
| 
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« done wrong to their neighbours by word op 
« deed, ſo that the congregation be thereby 
&« offended ; and, thoſe betwixt whom he per- 
te ceiveth malice and hatred to reign provided 
te that within fourteen days he give notice to 
te the ordinary, &c.“ Theſe rubrics have the 
authority of an act of parliament ; and, in caſe 
of any diſpute, are as good a rule to the Judges 
in Weſtminſter-hall, as to the curate of the 
pariſh ; and therefore if the curate does right, 
according to theſe rules, in the Church, he 
can never ſuffer for ſo doing in Weſtminſters 
hall; and if he does wrong, he ought to ſuffer 
whether the perſon, injuriouſly refuſed, had 
place or no. | 

We have heard in common talk, that a pet 
fon who loſes a place by being refuſed the S% 
crament, may have an action againſt the curatt 
for damages. But there muſt be an inj 
done, as well as a damage ſuffered, to entitled 
man to an action: and therefore let a man ſ 
fer what damage he will by being refuſed, ft 
if he was not wrongfully refuſed, the law 
give him no remedy : and whatever clergy 
acts according to the rubric, which is 2 
preſcribed him, as well by the law of the lan 
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of the Church, will be in no great danger of 
ing judged to have acted injuriouſly. 

Caſes of this nature are properly triable in 
e Eccleſiaſtical Courts; but ſuppoſing, that 
y reaſon of the temporal damage ſuſtained by 
s of a place, a man may have an action in the 
mporal Courts ; yet I preſume, that he would 
ot be allowed to proceed upon the baſe alle- 
ation, that he was refuſed the Sacrament 
t he muſt aver, that he was refuſed it un- 
ſly, and without ſufficient reaſon: and if 
pon the trial it ſhall appear that the curate did 
fuſe him ; but that he did it juſtly and with 
ficient reaſon ; the complainer will be en- 
tled to no remedy : the rubrics, and canons 
f the Church muſt be in that caſe the rule to 
dge by: and if the Miniſter has followed the 
brics and canons, he will be juſtified ; if he 
as not, I am not concerned to inquire what will 
ecome of him. 

I may venture then to aſſert, that the Teſt 
ct forces no clergyman to give the Sacrament 
o atheiſts and debauchees, or any other offend- 
rs, if they be openly and notoriouſly ſuch; 
f they are ſuch only in ſecret, they are out of 
he queſtion; for no clergyman's conſcience can 
de burdened by admitting an unknown offender 
o the Sacrament. 
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ſuffer, whether his pariſhioner had a place, 


are) to juſtify what he does well, by the m 


o 
” 
} 
*7 
* 
eo? I 
4 
1 


| 


[ 68. 1 

Should any clergyman, forgetting his Fi 
refuſe a pariſhioner the Sacrament out of py 
ſion or prejudice, or with any other finiſh 
view, he muſt thank himſelf for what he ft 
ſuffer on that account : and he will deſerve 


had not one: but if he proceeds with difen 
tion and charity, and according to the 


preſcribed him by authority, he has as little E 
fear from a man with a place, as from a nal ; 
without one: And if he be unjuſtly and ver * 
tiouſly ſued for doing his duty, the law w . 
give him coſts. * 

But it may be ſaid perhaps, that it is enouy 
to ruin a poor clergyman (and many ſuch th . 


thod of law, If this be true, the more is d 
pity. But then I would have it obſerved, th 
this difficulty does not ariſe from the Teſt Al 
and therefore it is not chargeable on it: but! 
ariſes from the courſe of our legal proceeding 
and is common to all caſes. A clergyman 
be ruined, (and many an one has been) by 
ing for his juſt dues of tithes and offering 
and yet methinks it would be an injudicic 
complaint to quarrel with the laws, by whit 
the dues are claimed, on this account, WI 
ever can find a juſt and adequate remedy i 
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is dificulty, he will merit the thanks of the 
lergy; but it is abſurd to charge that as the 
zult of one law which is common to all. 

I know but of one difficulty more that can 
made in this matter, which is this: it may 
> alledged that a Curate may have ſufficient 
aſon to himſelf to repel a man from the 
ommunion, and yet it may be hard for him 
d make legal evidence, againſt the man, of the 
ime for which he refuſes him. In anſwer 
> which I ſay, that a Curate of a pariſh is 
bund to proceed by the rules preſcribed him 
y the Church; and he cannot be anſwerable 
or not doing what the Church has given him 
d authority to do. It is not every private 
n a man commits, that ought to exclude him 
om the Sacrament, though it ſhould acci- 
-ntally come to the Curate's knowledge. It is 
proper ground for private admonition; but 
Il it becomes an offence to the Congregation, 
does not neceſſarily call for open cenſure; 
f the three caſes mentioned in the Rubrick, 
o of them require a notoriety of fact; and the 
ird is ſo limited, that it muſt become noto- 
ous, before a man can be excluded for it; 
or though the Curate may repel thoſe betwixt 
hom he perceiveth malice to reign, yet if the 
arties declare themſelyes to be in mutual cha- 
rity, 
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rity, they ſhall be admitted; or if one del 


himſelf content to forgive - &c. he ſhall Wl : 
admitted. And if any man upon ad moni + 
ſhall refuſe theſe conditions, I think his ir 
of charity will be notorious. Since then n 
Curate is obliged in duty to repel a man fte 
the Sacrament but for offences open and n 
rious, he will always have it in his pe T 
either to admit a man conſiſtently with his oi « 
obligations, or to make clear proof of the ¶ « 
ſons for which he repels him. 7 
But after all, the'great cauſe of theſe all 
ders, is the neglect of the conſtitutions it 
rules of the Church: if no Curate would to 
any to the Sacrament but his own pariſhionen f da 
and would require of them to give him Mor 
notice of their intentions to receive 7; mo 
of the abuſes and irreverencies now juſtly col kee 
plained of, would be prevented; notorious 6 the 
fenders would not offer themſelves where t par 
are well known; nor would any man dare rate 
approach the Lord's Table indecently, and 
he knew himſelf to be under the obſeryati ther 


of Curate and Congregation ; whereas ſtrangt B 
who ſlip into Congregations, where no bo 
knows them, if they have no religion, it 
no wonder that ſometimes they have no 


* Canon 28, + Rubrick before Communion. 
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cency. I know very well that the negle& o 


theſe good orders has been "ſuffered ſo long, 


that private Curates can hardly hope to ſucceed 
in attempting to reſtore them; but it is proper 


matter of conſideration for our CE and 
to them I ſubmit it, 

There is yet one more objection againſt the 
Teſt Act, namely, “ That it is a worldly mo- 


« tive to induce Chriſtians to the ſame one cer- 


« tain profeſſion tn religious matters, and to 
« the ſame one certain form of words and cere- 
te monies in public worſhip.” I would to God 
it had produced this effect! I ſhould reoice 
to ſee the Teſt Act grow uſeleſs and out of 
date, by the general conformity of the people 
of this nation, But the truth is, the act was 
made for no ſuch purpoſe; the intent was to 
keep Difſenters out of the State, not to force 
them into the Church ; which may appear in 
part from hence, that their meetings were tole- 
rated by the very act, in the firſt- of William 
and Mary, which expreſsly extends the Teſt to 
them. 

But whatever the intent was, we may be 


told, the effect is, that men are tempted by 


this act to outward conformity, and are made 
ypocrites, I allow it to be ſo; and what 
then? Why, hypocriſy is a very evil thing, 

and 


MF 


laid in his way: true ſtil]: and to prevent this 
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and no man ought to have a temptation to if 


was one reaſon of the occaſional Bill. But 
though all ſuch hypocriſy cannot be prevented; 
yet, conſider, are they who encourage virtue 
and true religion anſwerable for the hypocriſy 
of thoſe, who will pretend to virtue and reli- 
gion, in order to ſhare in the encouragement? 
If they are, then it is in itſelf a wicked thing 
to encourage virtue and true religion; and 4 
father is a wicked man who rewards one for 
for doing well, becauſe thereby he may poſlibl 
tempt another to make a ſhew of doing well 
A Gentleman in the country, who ſhews ſome 
mark of favour to his poor neighbours who re- 
ligiouſly attend the public ſervice of God, i 
really by ſo doing drawing upon himſelf the 
wrath of God, by laying a temptation befor 
others to make an appearance of being bette 
than really they are, If theſe conſequences art 
good, then I am ſure that, © The worſhip d 
© God and the neglect of it, religion and ire. 
ce ligion ought to be ſet on an equal foot in thi 
© world.” But if they are falſe; the objeQion 
againſt the Teſt has no weight in it; and! 
will be lawful to do right, notwithſtanding that 
ſome perhaps may make a wrong uſe of ou 


ſo doing. But this general reaſon is calcu 
Jated 


1 

lated to ſerve more purpoſes than one; and 
there will be occaſion, ſome time or other, to 
recall it to examination, In the mean while, 
I ſhall take leave of this part of the argument; 


ue 
7 intending (without very good reaſon) to 
.be drawn into it again: for although I have, 


for the ſake of Religion, and of this Chriſtian 
Church, both which (as I ſtill conceive) muſt 
ſuffer by the principles now propagated, been 
content to enter into a controverſy ; yet I do 
not deſign that it ſhall grew to be the employ- 
ent of my life. 

If there be reaſon in what I have offered, 
it will prevail with reaſonable men; if there be 
ot, I am not ſo unreaſonable as to deſire it 
ſhould, 


1 


[ 


1 — — 9 2 9 - — 
ao EE LIE A 3 «> * 
e EE en ET a c 
Ag 1 * hn. 


